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meke an oral presentation st the
conferencs. A nonparty who has-
testimony that may aid the _
Commission's dsliberations may request
permission to present a short statement
at the conferencs.

Writien Submissions

As provided in §§ 201.8 and 207.15 of
the Commission's rules, any person may
submit to the Commission on or before
February 8, 1993, a written brief
containing information and arguments
pertinent to the subject matter of the
investigations. Parties may file written
testimony in connection with their
presentation at the conference no later
than three (3) days before the -
conference. If briefs or written
testimony contain BPI, they must
conform with the requirements of
§§ 201.6, 207.3, and 207.7 of the
Commission's rules. =

In accordance with §§ 201.16(c) and .
207.3 of the rules, each document filed
by a party to the investigations must be
served on all other parties to the
investigations (as identified by sither
the public or BPi service list), and a
certificate of service must be timely
filed. The Secretary will not accept a
document for filing without a certificate
of servica:

Autharity: These investigations are being
conducted under sutkoriy of the Teriff Act
of 1930. title VIL Tzis potice is publiched
pursuant to § 2G7.12 cf the Commission'’s
rules.

Issued: January 13, 1993.

By order of the Commission.

Paul R. Bardos,

Acting Sacvetary.

{FR Doc. 831322 Fiied 1-14-93; 2:15 pm]
BILLING CODE Y020~
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international Trade Administration
[A-351-820, A-729-801)

initiation of Antidumping Duty
Investigations: Ferrosilicon From
Brazil and Egypt

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 8, 1993.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Jenkins, Office of Antidumping
Investigations, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone (202)
482-1758.

INITIATION OF INVESTIGATIONS:
The Petitions.

On January 12, 1993, we received
petitions filed in proper form by
AIMCOR, Alabama Silicon, Inc.,
American Alloys, Inc., Globe
Metallurgical, Inc., Silicon Metaltech
Inc., United Autoworkers of America
Local §23, United Steelworksrs of
America Locals 12646, 2528, 5171 and
3081, and Oil, Chemical & Atomic
Workers Local 389 (petitioners). In
accordance with 19 CFR 353.12, the
petitioners allege that ferrosilicon from
Brazil and Egypt is being, or is likely to
be, sold in the United States at less than
fair value within the meaning of section
731 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (the Act);lalnd that these
imports are materially injuring, or
threaten material injury to, a U.S.
industry.

The petitioners have stated that they
have standing to file the petitions
because are interested parties, as
defined under sections 771(9)(C) and
771(9)D) of the Act, and because the
petitions were filed on behalf of the U.S.
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WM!E%E“R “Muﬂ.oh-ﬁg»ﬂ_nﬁ expenses and eight percent far profit,

the like product subject isa pursuant to section 773(e)(1{B) of the
gnh:loga nﬂ:um“agﬁa of ggngwwuséruﬁﬂuruﬂg " gﬁu&&uﬁﬁaﬁumﬂ .
ons represen percan mare percan use petitioner stated
employees of U.S. ferrosilicon - silican, and not less than 2.7S percent E«EBﬁ“M&BGEvv.W-.W
g any interested party, as Ewlﬁb bulk in both markets, thereby incurring
gvﬁl_ﬂwrlg D), (E). ‘errosilicon is classifisble under the uo.—“tuaooar
oz (F) of section 771(9) of the Act, foliowing subheedings of the Department is initiating CO!
wishes to register support for, or Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the investigations for the three companies
mqplngno.&-lv&g should  United States (HTSUS): 7202.21.1000 here peti B“ﬁim&ooﬂvﬁ
written notification with the 7202.21.5000, 7202.21.7500, specific hom Ces, cantingen
Assistant Secretary for Import 7202.21.9000, 7202.29.0010, an: on whether these companies becom:
Administration. 7202.29.0050. Although the HTSUS respondants in this investigation. The
Under the Department’s regulations,  subhsedings are provided for Department will not initiate a COP
B«u—.&ﬁlﬂ.g:llntbuﬁ convenience and customs purposss, cur investigation far those companies an
exclusion from & potential anti NHE written description of the scope of these exporters where petitioners
e i 30 days of the data o eeugetions is dispositive. Trices, | pruyapectichom
the publication of this notics. The «“mﬁl!c.&ngzaf
procedurss end requirements are Egypt
contained in 19 CFR 353.14. Brazil Petitioners besed their estimat
Period of Investigation Petitioners based their estimate of gﬂ.ﬂgﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂhwﬂh&m@cﬂn Jun
The period of investigstion is July .m.v:%-gﬁoc.m.ho.? 1992. Petitioners mads no adjustmen
Decamber 31, 1992. impart value of ferrosilicon imparted 1 41, egtimated USP.
from Brazil in July, August, September Petitioners besed their estimate
Scops of Investigations and November 1992. Petitioners made foreign market value on home market
h“wnoaw% Woa have deducted from USP an amount December, 1992, for subject
generally containing, by for foreign inland based an merchandise sold by an Egyptian
weight, not less than four percent iron, ggﬁ-nﬂ Eog producer exporting to the United States
more than eight percent but not move blic versicn Petitioners made no adjustmen
than 96 percent silicon, not mare than ~ Department’s cwrent administrative estimated foreign markst value because
percent phosphorous, less than 2.75 foreign markst valus on three home transportation and packing costs.
percent magnesium, and not mare than %F_ggvﬁo& Based on & comparison of USPs,
percant calcium or any other during 1982, for subject adjusted for foreign inland freigh
element. merchandise sold by certain producers  pryzi) end foreign market value
errosilicon is a ferroslloy produced  exporting to the United States. petitioners allege dumping margins
by combining silicon and iron through Petitioners have stated that one of the from 13.07% to 23. for
smelting in & submerged-arc furnace. - prices includes shipping and packing, from Brazil an
‘errosilicon is used primerily es an Petitioners could not the costs g5 0% for Egypt.
alloying agent in the production of steel -.Sn-ii.w&mw_han& pecking. Based on & comparison of USP and
and cast iron. It is also used in the stesl  However, we have d foreign foreign markst value based oo CV
dustry es a deaxidizer and a reducing  inland freight on that specific sale based pecitioners allege dumping margins
agent, and by cast iron producers ssan  0n information provided by petitioners from 64.17% to 89.52% far
oculan from the public version of the from Brazil. Based on
errosilicon mgnwon! Depertment’s current administrative adjustments made to material costs for
an 3qapé.nlaﬁa revisw of silicon matal from Brazil two inputs and deletion of packing
maximum and minimum onsof _ Petitioner alleged home market sales  cogey (hg revised constructsd value
thy E-urms ferrosilicon found in gdh“%agiﬁn margins range from 24.43 34.73
ven ent. Perrosilicon grades ave  respect subject merchandise
efined Govﬂsﬂn.thl«!o» Egﬁo&ga&g Initiation of Investigations
8655.“.&855 minor named in the petition. These We have examined the petitions an
ements. Ferrosilicon is most are based an a comparison of home ferrosilicon from Brazil and Egypt and
commanly sold to the iron and steel market prices for three foreign bave found that the petitions mest the
industries in standard gredes of 7S producars named in the petition with  requiremaents of section 732(c) of the
percent and 50 percent ferrosilicon. cost of production (COP). COP was Act. Therefore, we are initiating
Calcium silicon, ferrocalcium silicon, based on the COP of an efficient antidumping duty investigations to
and magnesium fsrrosilicon are producer, AIMCOR, ane of the Etgﬁ.ﬁ&
specifically excluded from the scope of  petitioners in this in on. ferrosilicon from the ferenced
these investigations. Calcium silicon Adjustmants were made for known countries are being, or are likely to be
an alloy cantaining, by weight, not more differences in material costs and labar.  old in the United ess than fair
.

tainin, weight not less Section 732(d) of the Act ires us
?%88335 bowever, we used 10 percant for general .on&ﬂ&.gﬁlﬂﬂuw,i _
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Commission (ITC) of these actions and
we bave done so.
Preliminary Determinations by the ITC
The ITC will determine by F
26, 1993, whether there is a reasonable
indication that imparts of ferrosilicon
from Brazil and Egypt are materially
injuring, or threaten material injury to,
a U.S. industry. Any ITC determination
which is negstive will result in the
respective investigation being
terminated; otherwise, the
investigations will proceed to
conclusion in accordance with the
statutory and ngulnm time limits.
This notice is published pursuant to
section 732(c)(2) of the Act and 18 CFR
353.13(b).
Dated: Pebruary 1, 1993.
Joseph A. Spetrini,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 93-2978 Filed 2-5-93: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-08-F
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC HEARING

Those listed below appeared as witnesses at the United States International
Trade Commission’s hearing:

Subject : FERROSILICON FROM THE
PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF
CHINA, KAZAKHSTAN,
RUSSIA, UKRAINE, AND
VENEZUELA

Inv. No. : 303-TA-23 (Final)
731-TA-366-570 (Final)

Date and Time : January 22, 1993 - 9:30 a.m.

Sessions were held in connection with the investigation in the Main Hearing
Room 101 of the United States International Trade Commission, 500 E St., S.W.,
Washington, D.C.

OPENING REMARKS:
Petitioner (Mr. Kramer)
Respondents (Mr. Finlayson)

In support of Imposition of
Antidumping Duties/Countervailing:

Baker & Botts
Washington, D.C,
On behalf of

AIMCOR
Alabama Silicon, Inc.
American Alloys, Inc.
Globe Metallurgical, Inc.
Silicon Metaltech Inc.
Oil, Chemical & Atomic Workers Local 389
United Autoworkers of America Local 523
United Steelworkers of America,
Locals 2528, 3081, 5171 and 12646

Dr. Kenneth R. Button, Vice President,
Economic Consulting Services, Inc.

William D. Beard, President and CEO,
American Alloys, Inc.
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In support of Imposition of
Antidumping Duties/Countervailing:

Baker & Botts
Washington, D.C.
On behalf of

Alfred F. Koestner, Director of Marketing,
Metals Division, Applied Industrial
Materials Corporation

William D. Kramer

)
John B. Veach III )--OF COUNSEL
Michael X. Marinelli )

In Opposition to the Imposition of
Antidumping/Countervailing Duties:

Shearman & Sterling
Washington, D.C.
On behalf of
S.A. des Minerais

Minerais U.S. Inc.

Grant E. Finlayson )--OF COUNSEL



CALENDAR OF THE PUBLIC CONFERENCE
Those listed below appeared as witnesses at the United States International

Trade Commission’s conference:

Subject: FERROSILICON FROM BRAZIL AND EGYPT
Investigations Nos. 731-TA-641-642 (Preliminary)

Time and Date: February 3, 1993 - 9:30 a.m.
Sessions were held in connection with the investigations in the Main Hearing

Room 101 of the United States International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, SW,
Washington DC.

In Support of the Imposition of Countervailing and Antidumping Duties:

Baker & Botts--Counsel
Washington, DC
On behalf of

AIMCOR; Alabama Silicon, Inc.; American Alloys, Inc.; Globe Metallurgical,
Inc.; Silicon Metaltech, Inc.; Oil, Chemical & Atomic Workers Union (local
389); United Autoworkers of America Union (locals 523 and 12646); and
United Steelworkers of America Union (locals 2528, 3081, and 5171)

Kenneth R. Button, Vice President
Economic Consulting Services, Inc.

William Kramer

)
)--OF COUNSEL
John B. Veach III )

In Opposition to the Imposition of Countervailing and Antidumping Duties:

Rogers & Wells
Washington, DC
On behalf of

Ulrich Krauskopf, Vice President
MG Ores and Alloys

Robin Snyder, Administrator
ACI Chemicals

William Silverman )
)--OF COUNSEL
Doug Heffner )
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APPENDIX C -
SUMMARY DATA .



Cc-2

Table C-1
Ferrosilicon: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1989-91, January-September 1991, and January-September
1992
(Quantity=silicon-content short tons, value=1,000 dollars, unit values and unit labor costs are per
silicon-content short ton, period changes=percent, except where noted)
Reported data Period changes
Jan.-Sept .-~ Jan.-Sept.
Item 1989 1990 1991 1991 1992 1989-91 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
U.S. consumption quantity:
Amount.‘."....' .......... fed v e e de Tedede Yede v Vet e de e Yeve ve Ve ve v Yeasve
Producers’ share 1/........ tetede e e e e Tk Sedesk Jedese Ve
Importers’ share: 1/
China..........ooovvvvn ladd bkl nk Liid LA dd oo Ferew Yedede sevese
Kazakhstan.,....... e badadd hdedd wik whw Voot Hw Federk e s Jeveve
Russia..........oovvnn. hodadd ek oo e *hK e e Yedede Tedeve Yevede Ve e ve
Ukraine.................. hobdd Fedede ok Fehd et e e T ve e Vedese
VQneZuela ............... W v Ve veve i Fedeve ek *e e Ve e ve e veor Ve e Ve ve
Brazil.............coonn ekt vevede dedede ek Fedede sevede Yede e Ve veve Sevese
Esypt" ............... e Vel e Yoo ek e et fede e e e
5ubt°ta1" ....... e Ve vede Yo ve e Yeded e Yot Fev e Ve e de Ve veve Yedede
Argentina................ Ve e e e Yook Yeverr et Yedesk Jeved Yeve s Ve e ¥
Subtotal .............. vedr e % Ve e e ¥ Ve el Yo e v Yede e Ye ve v Ve e v Yede
Other sources g/ ......... e e de ¥ ¥e 3t e s Veveve e de vy Ve ¥ Yo Ve Ye Y e ve v Yede v
Total ............... ¥e Ye v o de v Yeveve e deve Ve e e e ve e de Ve ve v Ve de vt
U.S. consumption value:
AmoUnt..._ ...... [ e ye e Ve e Ve Ve verr Yot e Yoot Veveor ekt e sl v Yoot v
Producers’ share 1/........ Ve de Sevede drdese Yedede deds Vedeve Yook Veveve Sesese
Importers’ share: 1/
China. e e eee et e e e Vevede Veve e e e ¥ ¥e Jev'e Ve ve v Ve v Ve e ve Veve st Ve ve e
Kazakhstan".._ _________ Vedede et e % dede o de e fede e Ve deve Yededr e ve 3t ¥o e
Russia _____ et e e Yok % e de Yedede £33 Yedede Ve v Je Ve % Jeve e Ve st e
Ukraine........coonvvvennn bkl bakidid Yoo Tedede L2320 ek e Vetere Ve dese
Vene2uela ............ . sy 212 Fedrd e Yoot Vet oy Yookt el e e e
Brazil_..'_ ............. fefede fede e eheve e deor e e o Ve Yo de Y veve Ve ved'e
Egypt...... ..o sede ¥ fakabad ede oy Fedede Y e vede Feded Yevee e veve
Subtotal............... e vedr e Ve deve Yetrd Seveve Yerrar e e de e deole e vese
Argentina .............. el e ¥e ot o ek ol o Ve veat Ve ve Ve ve e Ve vedle
Subtotal............... Je e s Neve s e e dee Jerr e Jeveve Sevede Ve ve e e de ¥
Other sources 3/......... Ve ve e e ve ve e Ye e te Ve Veveve Yevede veseye e e ve
Total ...... T .......... P Ve e Ve deve e e e Fedeae Ve veve Ve yleve e vle e Ve ve v
U.S. importers’ imports from--
China:
Imports quantity. ....... e vear Ve ve ot e v I R Fevedr Yk ve Yeve vt Ve e e Ve Ve e
Imports value............ wetn vedede oo Rk Hedede Ve ve Tedk e Tedede Ve ve
Unit value ............. el Ve dle e Yedkrdr P Pedeve Yeveve Ve dle o ¥ Yeve Ve el
Ending inventory qty..... sk v Seseve Hrw T Tl Yedede Fedde e S ¥ ve
Kazakhstan:
Imports quantity......... etk esed fek ehn LT3 e vede e de e Ve
Imports value............ Tetedk haddd Hededk feveve Yeded Fedede Fedede Yo v
Unit value............... hiodd sk ek ek Tededr edede erede et Ve
Endins inventory qty ..... £ 27213 Te 3o e W W e Yoot e Yerk e Ve okt Vel de
Russia:
Imports quantity'. ...... Vevevr fr e e feae Ye e vevede e veve Yedede Ve veve Ve Vel
Imports value.‘__. ....... Ve ve vy Yede e E3:4: 2.2 fedede Vet Yeved P e v Vede e
Unit value............... e wekd LA Ve v Ye e S Veded edeve Sedeve
Ending inventory qty..... Ve de e Ve ve v veved edede Sevede Fere e Yevede Sedese e veve
Ukraine:
Imports quantity ........ ¥e Ve ve ¥e fe e ¥e e Ve e dery Voo de ¥ Je de e Je it Yeveve Yede e
Imports value..... e i sk Vedede el Ved s e Tedede wedede Vet e
Unit value............... Ve vese Ve e v S Jeae sk Yoo ek WA Ye e e Je de v
Ending inventory qty..... dedesk s Setew frtew Htrde Yo deve Jeved devede fetese
Venezuela:
Imports quantity......... 21,624 26,585 32,979 17,197 11,703 +52.5 +22.9 +24.1 -31.9
Imports value............ 20,819 16,811 21,561 11,309 7,330 +3.6 -19.3 +28.3 -35.2
Unit value............... $963 $632 $654 $658 $626 -32.1 -34.3 +3.4 -4.8
Ending inventory qty..... 9,978 6,514 12,109 6,883 3,687 +21.4 -34.7 +85.9 ~46.4
Brazil:
Imports quantity......... 13,435 30,063 11,700 5,924 44,118 -12.9 +123.8 -61.1 +644.7
Imports value............ 12,055 20,952 7,001 3,904 26,909 -41.9 +73.8 -66.6 +589.3
Unit value............... $897 $697 $598 $659 $610 -33.3 -22.3 -14.1 -7.5
Ending inventory qty..... 6,045 14,242 4,785 6,335 17,990 -20.8 +135.6 -66.4 +184.0

Footnotes appear at end of table.
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Table C-1--Continued
Ferrosilicon: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1989-91, January-September 1991, and January-September
1992

(Quantity=silicon-content short tons, value=1,000 dollars, unit values and unit labor costs are per
silicon-content short ton, period changes=percent, except where noted)

Reported data Period changes
Jan.-Sept.-- Jan.-Sept.
Item 1989 1990 1991 1991 1992 1989-91 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
U.S. importers’ imports from--
Egypt:

Imports quantity ......... e ve e Ve ve e el ek oo Yol Feveve ek e 3 ve o'

Imporbs Value ............ Yevede Ve deve e e ve Yedeve ¥ Ye v Ye ve ve e e de Yeveve Ve ve v

Unlt Value ........... Yeveoe Ve s vl Ve e ve e v o e Ye e Ve deok Yedede Ve veve o ¥ vle

Ending inventory qty..... Yeveve Vedeve e vese Feveve Vedede Yeveve dedede Yedeve Yeve e
Subject sources:

ImpOrtS quantlty ....... Ve v v Ve ve ve Yede e Yeveve e ey o Ye o e Ve de e Ve ve v'e

Imports value ........... ¥e ve e veve e Ted v Yede fedeve e Je ve Fede v e e de Ye de v'e

Unlt Value .............. Vel Yede ot Fe et Fedek e Ye ot Ve Ye ok Yeveve Yeveve Ve dede

Endlng inventory qty ..... Yeve e Ve veve Ve veor Yede v Ve e e Ve ve Yedeve Ve ve Ve dfe 3
Argentina:

Imports quantity......... 7,718 5,432 7,829 6,487 0 +1.4 =-29.6 +44.,1 -100.0

Imports value............ 8,312 3,676 4,857 4,005 0 ~41.6 -55.8 +32.1 -100.0

Unit value............... $1,077 $677 $620 $617 4/ =42 .4 -37.2 -8.3 4/

Ending inventory qty..... 597 1,281 3,931 5,290 1,272 +558.5 +114.6 +206.9 -76.0
Subject sources (plus

Argentina):

Imports quantlty ......... Yedede e veve Ve veve Yeve e Yeve ve e e de Jedede e e e de e

ImpOZ‘tS value ............ Yevese Ve ve ve Ve veve Ve veve Ye veve e ve e Yeveve e e v e de e

Unlt Value ............. Yeve s Ve veve Ve deve Yevede Jevedle Ve v v Ve dedr e ve ve Ve et

Endlng inventory qty .... Ve e Ve ve e Ve ve v e ve Fe e Vet Ve Yeveve e de e Ve vle gl
Other sources:

Imports quantity 3/...... 44,642 47,883 43,917 28,639 41,765 -1.6 +7.3 -8.3 +45.8

Imports value 3/......... 41,035 39,104 36,088 24,217 32,124 -12.1 4.7 =-7.7 +32.7

Unit value 3/............ $§919 $817 $822 $846 $§769 -10.6 -11.2 +0.6 -9.0
All sources:

Imports q’uantl.t.y ......... Yevest Yeve vt e e ve Yedeve Ve vev'e Ve vlede e et Yen'e v Ve de e

Imports value ........... Ve de e Yede o Ve e ve Yedeor Je e e ol Fevese Yedeve e vese

Unlt Value ............ Yevest Yeveve Vet Yeveve Yevesr Yevedt Ye e Fevest Ve veve

U.S. producers’--
Average capacity quantity.. 318,332 297,226 300,918 234,031 217,194 -5.5 -6.6 +1.2 -7.2
Production quantity........ 270,923 227,093 184,818 147,088 129,298 -31.8 -16.2 -18.6 -12.1
Capacity utilization 1/.... 85.1 76.4 61.4 62.8 59.5 -23.7 -8.7 -15.0 -3.3
U.S. shipments:

Quantity................. 246,632 219,185 188,024 138,897 119,790 -23.8 -11.1 -14.2 -13.8

Value...........coueen... 254,143 192,402 156,341 117,364 96,467 -38.5 -24.3 -18.7 -17.8

Unit value............... $1,030 $878 $831 $845 $805 -19.3 -14.8 -5.3 =4.7
Export shipments:

Quantity................. 10,939 8,568 7,402 5,304 5,311 -32.3 -21.7 -13.6 +0.1

Exports/shipments 1/..... 4.2 3.8 3.8 3.7 4.2 -0.5 -0.5 2/ +0.6

Value.................... 16,319 11,679 10,252 6,883 6,971 -37.2 -28.4 -12.2 +1.3

Unit value............... $1,492 $1,363 $1,385 $1,298 $1,313 -7.2 -8.6 +1.6 +1.1
Ending inventory quantity.. 52,642 51,982 41,374 54,869 45,571 -21.4 -1.3 -20.4 -16.9
Inventory/shipments 1/..... 20.4 22.8 20.6 28.0 26.7 +0.2 +2.4 -2.2 -1.3
Production workers......... 1,034 890 655 729 611 -36.7 -13.9 -26.4 -16.2
Hours worked (1,000s)...... 2,286 1,875 1,405 1,086 860 ~-38.5 -18.0 =-25.1 -20.8
Total comp. ($1,000)....... 39,373 33,712 24,945 19,383 15,795 -36.6 -14.4 -26.0 -18.5
Hourly total compensation.. $17.22 $17.98 $17.75 $17.85 $18.37 +3.1 +4.4 -1.3 +2.9
Productivity (silicon-

content short ton/

1,000 hours)............. 118.5 118.7 125.4 129.5 150.3 +5.8 +0.2 +5.6 +16.1
Unit labor costs........... $145.33 $151.44 $141.59 $137.85 $122.16 -2.6 +4.2 -6.5 -11.4
Net sales value............ 252,136 204,081 163,526 119,158 104,714 -35.1 -19.1 -19.9 -12.1
COGS/sales 1/.............. 83.4 99.3 102.3 101.9 102.3 +18.9 +15.9 +3.0 +0.3
Operating income (loss).... 27,801 (10,253) (12,406) (8,561) (8,329) -144.6 -136.9 -21.0 +2.7
Op. income (loss)/sales 1/. 11.0 (5.0) (7.6) (7.2) (8.0) -18.6 -16.1 -2.6 -0.8

1/ 'Reported data’ are in percent and ’period changes’ are in percentage-point.
2/ An increase of less than 0.05 percentage points.

3/ Official import statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce.

4/ Not applicable.

5/ An increase of 1,000 percent or more.

Note.--Period changes are derived from the unrounded data. Period changes involving negative period data are
positive if the amount of the negativity decreases and negative if the amount of the negativity increases.
Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. Unit values and other ratios are calculated using
data of firms supplying both numerator and denominator information. Part-year inventory ratios are annualized.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to questionnaires of the U.S. International Trade Commission,
except where noted.






APPENDIX D

COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM U.S. PRODUCERS ON THE IMPACT OF
IMPORTS OF FERROSILICON FROM ARGENTINA, BRAZIL, EGYPT,
KAZAKHSTAN, CHINA, RUSSIA, UKRAINE, OR VENEZUELA ON THEIR
GROWTH, INVESTMENT, ABILITY TO RAISE CAPITAL,
AND/OR EXISTING DEVELOPMENT AND PRODUCTION EFFORTS
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In the final investigations, the Commission requested U.S. producers to
describe any actual or anticipated negative effects of imports of ferrosilicon
from Argentina, Kazakhstan, China, Russia, Ukraine, or Venezuela on their
growth, investment, ability to raise capjtal, or existing development and
praduction efforts, including efforts to develop a derivative or more advanced
version of the product, #*%% indicated "no" to all questions. The remaining
responses are as follows;

In the preliminary investigations, the Commission requested U.S.
producers to describe any actual or anticipated negative effects of imports of
ferrosilicon from Brazil and Egypt on their growth, investment, ability to
raise capital, or existing development and production efforts, including
efforts to develop a derivative or more advanced version of the product. *%%
indicated "no" to all questions. The remaining responses are as follows:
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' Data on the ferrosilicon industry in Argentina are presented in table E-
1, and available U.S. pricing data on imports from Argentina are presented in
tables E-2 and E-3. Additional information on the Argentine product follows.

Table E-1

Ferrosilicon: Argentina‘s production capacity, production, shipments, and
end-of-period inventories, 1989-91, January-March 1991, January-March 1992,
and projected 1992 and 1993

* * * * *

%
. %

Product Comparisons

Four U.S. ferrosilicon producers *%* and one importer **%* commented on
the imported Argentine ferrosilicon.! *** considered the supply of the
Argentine material to be less reliable than that of the domestic product. %%
indicated that no significant quality differences existed between the domestic
and imported Argentine commodity grade ferrosilicon 75, although **% noted
that the Argentine material was not available in odd sizes. *%* noted that it
had to screen the imported product in the United States to sell specific
sizes,? and that ferrosilicon imported from Argentina is not considered by end
users that require specialized ferrosilicon such as high-purity or low-
aluminum grades and foundry-grade inoculants. On the other hand, **=*
indicated that relatively high calcium in the Argentine ferrosilicon made it
useful to both steel producers and iron foundries.

Three purchasers, *#%*--all steel producers, commented on the quality of
the Argentine ferrosilicon. All of these firms indicated that the imported
Argentine commodity grade ferrosilicon 75 was comparable in quality to the
U.S.-produced product and was priced about the same as the domestic product.
**% asserted that the domestic ferrosilicon 75 was not always available.

Price Trends And Price Comparisons

Based on U.S. producer and importer questionnaire data, net weighted-
average quarterly U.S. f.o.b. prices and shipment quantities of the specified
Argentine ferrosilicon product 1 sold to steel producers are shown during
January 1989-September 1992 in table E-2.° The quarterly average selling
price of the imported product 1 sold to steel producers **%. In comparison,

! Importers reported importing ferrosilicon 75 from Argentina.

2 %*%*% reported in its questionnaire response that it screened in the United
States about *** percent of total U.S. shipments of the imported Argentine
ferrosilicon between January 1989 and September 1992. The screening costs
added *** per pound of silicon content to the U.S. selling price of the
imported ferrosilicon. The *** reported share of import shipments that were
screened and the **%* additional cost of screening in the United States
suggests that U.S. screening costs had *** impact on U.S. selling prices of
the ferrosilicon imported from Argentina.

3 Two responding U.S. importers provided the price information, which
accounted for ***% percent of the total quantity of reported U.S. shipments of
all imported Argentine ferrosilicon between January 1989 and September 1992.
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Table E-2

Net weighted-average U.S. f.o.b. selling prices and quantities of ferrosilicon
imported from Argentina, by products, by types of customers, and by quarters,
January 1989-September 1992 ’

quarterly net f.o.b. prices of the domestic product 1 sold to steel producers
fell by 37.7 percent during January 1989-September 1992.

Based on U.S. producer and importer questionnaire data, a total of 11
quarterly delivered price comparisons were possible between the domestic and
imported Argentine ferrosilicon during January 1989-September 1992 (table E-
3).% All 11 price comparisons involved product 1 sold to steel producers.
Seven of the 1l price comparisons showed that the imported product was priced
less than the domestic product, with margins of underselling averaging 2.3
percent. Four price comparisons showed that prices of the imported product
were higher than prices of the domestic product, averaglng 4.5 percent above
prices of the domestic product.

Lost Revenues

*%* reported lost revenue allegations involving competition from
ferrosilicon imported from Argentina. The reported allegations totaled ¥** of
lost revenues for *** million pounds of silicon content in the ferrosilicon.
The Commission was able to contact both of the purchasers cited in the lost
revenue allegations; the conversations are discussed below.

*%% alleged that it offered to sell *** pounds (silicon content) of
commodity grade ferrosilicon 75 to *¥*,6 **% reportedly offered its U.S.-
produced ferrosilicon at *** per pound of silicon content but asserted that it
had to reduce its price to *** per pound of silicon content to make the sale
because of competition with ferrosilicon imported from Argentina; *** did not
know the price of the imported material. *%*,

~ % In addition, 3 quarterly price comparisons involving the imported
Argentine product 1 purchased by U.S. steel producers were possible based on
delivered purchase price data reported in purchaser questionnaires. These
data, which did not include shipments requiring SPC documentation, are not
shown in a table but are discussed below. Two of the delivered purchase price
comparisons showed that the imported product was priced less than the domestic
product, with margins of underselling averaging almost *** percent. One price
comparison showed the imported and domestic product 1 to be priced ¥¥*,
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Table E-3

" Net U.S. delivered selling prices of the U.S.-produced and 1mported Argentine
ferrosilicon, by products and by types of customers, and margins of
under/(over)selling,! by quarters, April 1989-September 19922

Product 1
Sales to steel producers
U.s.
. o producer Argentine Margins of
‘Period - price price under/(over)selling
------- Per pound silicon content-------- Percent
1989: .
Apr.-June......... $0.5957 dkk *kk *hk
July-Sept....... . .4995 *kk *kk Fdkk
Oct.-Dec.......... L4114 *kk *kk edkok
1990: . ' ‘
Apr.-June......... L4176 *k¥ *kk dkk
- July-Sept......... .4350 *kk : F*kk *dkk
. 1991: .
Apr.-June...,..... .3997 *kk Fokk Kk
July-Sept......... .3967 *kk Frkok *kk
Oct.-Dec.......... .3800 Feoke Kk *kk
1992:
Jan.-Mar.......... .3580 Kbk *kk Rk
Apr.-June..,...... ;3673 . kkk Fokek *kk
July Sept..;...,.. .3874 dkkk  kkk ok

. 1 The percentage price differences between the U.S. and imported Argentine
ferrosilicon were calculated as differences from the U.S. producers’ price.
Figures in parentheses indicate that the price of the imported product was
higher than the price of the domestic product during that quarter.

? The prices shown were based on total quarterly/semiannual requirement
sales and are the averages of the domestic and imported net U.S, delivered
quarterly selling prices of the reporting U.S. producers and importers,

. weighted by each firm’'s total quarterly sales of the specified domestic and
Argentine products to the type of customer shown above.

Source: Compiled from data submitted in response to questionnaires of the U.S.
International Trade Commission.
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*%* alleged that it sold about *%* million pounds (silicon content) of
commodity grade ferrosilicon 75 to **%*, for *¥* delivery. %% reportedly
offered its U.S.-produced ferrosilicon initially at *** per pound of silicon
content but asserted that to make the sale it had to lower its price to **%*
per pound of silicon content to match the price of Argentine ferrosilicon
offered to ***_  #%* did not know the competing price.

* * * * * * *
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APPENDIX F

MONTHLY IMPORT STATISTICS
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Table F-1
Ferrosilicon: U.S. imports, by sources and by months, January 1991-September 1992

Item Kazakhstan Russia Ukraine Former USSR World

Quantity (silicon-content short tons)

1991:
January.........oii i 0 0 0 1,125 8,229
February................ .. ... ... 0 0 0 3,026 9,818
March......... ... .. ... . . .. 0 0 0 0 1,202
April. . ... ... .. i 0 0 0 0 10,670
May. .o 0 0 0 3,032 9,821
JUune. ...t e 0 0 0 3,717 7,010
July. .. 0 0 0 946 12,872
AUGUST. ..ottt ittt i 0 0 0 0 13,050
September................. .. ... 0 0 0 4,614 14,011
October.......covviieieneennnnnn. 0 0 0 957 8,431
November........................ . 0 0 0 287 9,764
December.............civuo... 0 0 0 0 17,570

1992:
January...........co i, ] 0 0 12,677 17,817
February........................ 0 0 0 0 11,453
March....... ... 0 0 0 0 9,916
April. . ... ... 1,433 0 0 14,512 21,769
May. . e 1,199 793 0 0 23,567
JUNE. . . e 3,003 0 0 58 16,878
July. .. 0 0 0 0 6,705
August. . ... ... ..t 0 0 0 0 20,074
September....................... 0 0 0 0 20.600

Value (1,000 dollars)

1991:
January...........iiiiiiiiinn, 0 0 0 832 6,148
February............... .. ....... 0 0 0 1,997 6,978
March......... ..., 0 0 0 0 1,125
April. ... .. ... .. i, 0 0] 0 0 7,205
May. .. e e 0 (0] 0 2,183 ' 7,500
June....... ... 0 0 0 2,714 5,072
July. . i 0 0 0 690 9,937
AUgUSE. . ...t 0 0 0 0 9,334
September....................... 0 0 0 3,158 9,036
October..........vuieienunnnnnns 0 0 0 699 6,298
November.................c....... 0 0 0 209 6,594
December........................ 0 0 0 0 11,481

1992: :
January.......oiiiiiiiiiiiinn 0 0 0 8,324 11,657
February................ ... . ... 0 0 0 0 7,926
March........ ... .. . i, 0 0 0 0 6,089
April. ... ... ... ... i 955 0 0 9,664 14,718
May. ... ... i 798 518 0 0 15,005
June....... ... ... i 2,000 0] 0 40 10,652
JUuly. . e 0 0 0 0 4,930
AUBUST. ...ttt 0 0 0 -0 13,575
September........... ... ... ..., 0 0 0 0 14,969

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce.



